The most important are a group of archaic inscriptions, now at Herakleion, where a bath of ancient Nemea has been converted into a small museum. They are cut on blocks of poros whose peculiar working is sufficiently significant to merit description (Fig. 1) 
Fig. 1. One of the blocks bearing the archaic inscriptions from Phlius
American School of Classical Studies at Athens is collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve, and extend access to Hesperia www.jstor.org The iota again is the only definite clue for dating the inscription, which, like the first, would seem to fall about the middle of the sixth century. The san and the mu, the latter with the fourth bar at an angle, not exteniding to the base line, are early, but the evidence for their disappearance is not definitive.
A consideration of the character resembling the figure 8 leads to interesting results. The symbol consists of a circle inscribed with a compass exactly like the omicron, placed in the direct level of the line, with an exactly similar circle tangent to its lower edg,e but slightly to the left of the central vertical axis. It must be a vowel, following initial lambda, and it is possible that the lower circle is a mistake anid that omicron only is meant.' On the other hand, if the lower circle had been an error, it was a gross one, quite out of keeping with the general care and precision of the other cutting. Moreover, from its position slightly to the left of the upper circle, it would seem naturally to have been cut later in the progression from right to left. Everyone to whom I have shown the stone finds difficulty in believing, that it is a slip on the part of the stone cutter, and I am convinced that this explanation can be used only as a last resort.
The combination of two omtcrons to represent omega occurs to one, but produces no good reading. Furthermore, in 6d.4o, omnega is represented by the simple circle. Eta is the remaining possibility. In the Corinthian alphabet eta and epsilon were normnally B; R is sometimes epsilon, but more often epsilon-iota. The fact that we have here three archaic inscriptions from Phlius (Nos. 2 and 3, and I.G., IV, 439c), cut on similar uncommon blocks, epigraphically exactly similar, and textually similar in that the two which do not consist only of names concern h6e9ot, is suggestive. The fact that other inscriptions from the same place (I. G., IV, 439 b, and the second line of a) have the same subject matter is also suggestive, although we have no way of comparing the architectural and epigflraphical points. These inscriptions are retrograde.
We have also from this same place two inscriptions reading from left to right (No. 1 and I. G., IV, 439 a, first line). Of these, we know that number one is written in larger letters than the retrograde text, but is of the same approximate date, and is cut on the (Fig. 3, lower part of bottom block) . The sense is, in general, not difficult to determine. ln line 1 the first word can scarcely be anything but 3]QXovrog; part of the rho is preserved. The office of archon in Phlius is not, apparently, known. It is always possible that reference is being, nade here to a Roman authority, such as the pXixezwv (I. G., IV, 588, 596, 795, etc. ). But we do have the word doQx8[v] above, used there, as this word probably is here, to give a date. It is possible that the official in question was one belonging to the particular sanctuary. Thlis sanctuary was imost probably that of Apollo, to whom sacrifice is decreed in this same line, and whose archaic(?) sanctuary at Phlius is mentioned by Pausanias (II, xiii, 7) . The fact that this text appears, with its prescript, immediately below the archaic inscription, which belonged to a longer text, and in such a position that both could be read together, is quite suggestive. That the archaic building was still standing in the time when the late inscription was carved is eminently probable, because an old block with letters on it would scarcely be used for an important new inscription. One might sugfgest that in the sixth century the " rule " of the sanctuary and its devotees was laid down, and that in Roman times the same sanctuary was still in use, and the same religious society republished and resanctified its constitution. latter is 0.09 m. from the left end, which is original, and 0.21 m. from  the right end, which has been brokenl. It is 0.21 m. high. (Fig. 5.) The graffito can be seen clearly in the photograph, except that above the left arm there is a bird, probably the dove symbolizing the Holy Ghost. Below the arms are the alpha and omega, here reversed. If the date of this monogramn could be established as fairly early, it would be useful in dating the destruction of the archaic building, for the monogram was evidently cut after the block had been taken from its original position. It is probably from the 5th century A.D., being an elaboration of a late type.1 In any case, the fact that it is no more than a graffito would make close dating difficult. The inscription probably adds theta to the. known Phliasian alphabet of the archaic period. (Fig. 9, a.) 8 
